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standing controversies between Turkey and Greece ;a and even then,
when the general improvement in Turkey's relations with her neigh-
bours began to have its effect upon the Turkish attitude towards the
League, this attitude remained, at first, rather high and mighty.

The Turkish Government appear to have intimated at one stage
that Turkey would be willing to join the League on condition of
being assured of a permanent seat on the Council; later, Turkey
seems to have reduced her claim to a demand for a csemi-permanent3
seat;2 but her entry into the League did not become practical
politics till she waived all special stipulations except a request that,
on the precedent already set in the admission of Mexico,3 the initia-
tive should take the form of an invitation from Geneva and not of an
application from Angora. On this basis, on the 1st July, 1932, when
the Assembly of the League was sitting in extraordinary session on
account of the Sino-Japanese dispute,4 a resolution, declaring that
Turkey fulfilled the general conditions laid down in Article 1 of the
Covenant for a state to become a member of the League, and pro-
posing to the Assembly that Turkey should be invited to enter the
League, was moved by Senor de Madariaga (Spain) and seconded by
Monsieur Mikhalak6poulos (Greece), with the support of the repre-
sentatives of twenty-seven other countries. On the 6th July, the
Assembly itself adopted a resolution in this sense; this resolution was
immediately communicated to the Turkish Government; and on the
9th July the Turkish Government addressed a note5 to the Secretary-
General, informing him that Turkey was prepared to become a
member of the League 'and that obligations assumed by5 her 'under
the treaties concluded hitherto, including those concluded with
states non-members of the League/ were 'in no way incompatible
with the duties of a member of the League'. In the same note
the Turkish Government referred to Turkey's special position re-
sulting from 'military obligations ensuing from the conventions
signed at Lausanne on the 24th July, 1923',6 and to the correspon-
dence on the interpretation of Article 16 of the Covenant7 which had

1 See the Survey for 1930, Part IIB, section (iii),

tt For the nature of the 'semi-permanent' seats on the League Council, and
tho circumstances of their invention, see the Survey for 1926, Part I A,
section (i),                                              ' See the Survey for 1933, p. 330.

* See the Survey for 1932, Part V, section (iv) (c) (2).

5 Text in league of Nations Official Journal, Special Supplement No. 102,
PP* 21-2,

0 See the History of the Peace Conference of Paris, vol. vi, Chapter I, Part II.
The subsequent Turkish demand for the abrogation of the Straits Convention
will be dealt with in a later volume,

7 Text in the Survey for 192$, vol. ii, p. 461; see also the Survey for 1926, p. 8.